
a United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.usplo.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


| FILING DATE 1 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


10/729,770 


12/08/2003 


Rodney H. Butler 


3417 



7590 07/05/2007 

Irving Keschner 
Suite 1150 

21515 Hawthorne Boulevard 
Torrance, CA 90503 



EXAMINER 



FISHER, MICHAEL J 



ART UNIT 



3629 



PAPER NUMBER 



MAIL DATE 



DELIVERY MODE 



07/05/2007 PAPER 

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

10/729,770 


Applicant(s) 

BUTLER, RODNEY H. 


Examiner 

Michael J. Fisher 


Art Unit 

3629 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 

to non-statutory subject matter. The claims are directed toward non-functional, 

descriptive material that is a mere arrangement of data and as such, are non-statutory 

(see MPEP 2106.01). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 

PAT 5,685,786 to Dudley. 
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As to claim 1, Dudley discloses a system having information related to playing a 
particular golf course (title) having information relating to terms and symbols for playing 
a selected hole (col 1 1 , lines 7-15). Dudley does not, however, teach the matter as 
being printed on planar pages. The examiner takes Official Notice that printed guides to 
golf courses are old and well known in the art (such as so-called "yardage-guides" that 
tell distance from the tee box to landmarks and from landmarks to other landmarks, 
such as a water hazard, or to the green) and many golf-courses' score sheets include a 
map of the course on the reverse. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide the information on planar sheets to avoid the cost of a 
computer in every golf cart. 

As to claim 2, it is old and well known in the art to provide golf-club information, 
therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide golf- 
club information to increase player enjoyment (for instance, suggesting irons on a very 
narrow hole where using a driver could result in a ball going out of bounds). 

As to claim 3, the symbols include items on the hole (landmarks, as discussed) 
but are not discloses as being sand traps, water hazards or trees. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include water hazards, trees and sand traps 
as these are important landmarks on a golf hole. 

As to claim 4, the yardage would be included no matter the shot, thus meeting 
the limitations as claimed. 

As to claim 5, it is old and well known to include a section for player comments 
on a printed golf score card (such as for number of strokes, number of strokes to the 
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green, number of fairways hit and for witnessing the score card). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a section for comments 
so as to allow for comments. 

As to claims 6 and 7, the actual number of pages and what is printed on each 
page would be a matter of obvious design choice for aesthetic purposes. Adding green 
information such as speed and slope would be obvious as these are old and well known 
as being important for accurate putting. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. US PAT 6,517,353 to Jones discloses another golf course 
related, pictorial tour with landmarks and other relevant information therein. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Fisher whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6804. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30am-5:00pm alt Fri. off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 571-272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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